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entries. In accordance with 19 CFR
351.212(b)(1), we have calculated,
whenever possible, an exporter/
importer-specific assessment rate or
value for subject merchandise.

Export Price Sales

With respect to export-price sales for
these preliminary results, we divided
the total dumping margins (calculated
as the difference between normal value
and export price) for each importer/
customer by the total number of units
sold to that importer/customer. We will
direct the Customs Service to assess the
resulting per-unit dollar amount against
each unit of merchandise in each of that
importer’s/customer’s entries under the
relevant order during the review period.

Constructed Export Price Sales

For CEP sales (sampled and non-
sampled), we divided the total dumping
margins for the reviewed sales by the
total entered value of those reviewed
sales for each importer. When an
affiliated party acts as an importer for
export-price sales we have included the
applicable export-price sales in this
assessment-rate calculation. We will
direct the Customs Service to assess the
resulting percentage margin against the
entered customs values for the subject
merchandise on each of that importer’s
entries under the relevant order during
the review period (see 19 CFR
351.212(a)).

Cash-Deposit Requirements

To calculate the cash-deposit rate for
each respondent (i.e., each exporter
and/or manufacturer included in these
reviews) we divided the total dumping
margins for each company by the total
net value for that company’s sales of
merchandise during the review period
subject to each order.

In order to derive a single deposit rate
for each order for each respondent, we
weight-averaged the export price and
CEP deposit rates (using the export price
and CEP, respectively, as the weighting
factors). To accomplish this when we
sampled CEP sales, we first calculated
the total dumping margins for all CEP
sales during the review period by
multiplying the sample CEP margins by
the ratio of total days in the review
period to days in the sample weeks. We
then calculated a total net value for all
CEP sales during the review period by
multiplying the sample CEP total net
value by the same ratio. Finally, we
divided the combined total dumping
margins for both export price and CEP
sales by the combined total value for
both export price and CEP sales to
obtain the deposit rate.

Entries of parts incorporated into
finished bearings before sales to an
unaffiliated customer in the United
States will receive the respondent’s
deposit rate applicable to the order.

Furthermore, the following deposit
requirements will be effective upon
publication of the notice of final results
of administrative reviews for all
shipments of AFBs entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption on or after the date of
publication, as provided by section
751(a)(1) of the Act: (1) The cash-
deposit rates for the reviewed
companies will be the rates established
in the final results of reviews; (2) for
previously reviewed or investigated
companies not listed above, the cash-
deposit rate will continue to be the
company-specific rate published for the
most recent period; (3) if the exporter is
not a firm covered in this review, a prior
review, or the LTFV investigation, but
the manufacturer is, the cash-deposit
rate will be the rate established for the
most recent period for the manufacturer
of the merchandise; and (4) the cash-
deposit rate for all other manufacturers
or exporters will continue to be the ‘‘All
Others’’ rate for the relevant order made
effective by the final results of review
published on July 26, 1993 (see
Antifriction Bearings (Other Than
Tapered Roller Bearings) and Parts
Thereof From France, et al: Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Reviews and Revocation
in Part of an Antidumping Duty Order,
58 FR 39729 (July 26, 1993), and, for
BBs from Italy, see Antifriction Bearings
(Other Than Tapered Roller Bearings)
and Parts Thereof From France, et al:
Final Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Reviews, Partial
Termination of Administrative Reviews,
and Revocation in Part of Antidumping
Duty Orders, 61 FR 66472 (December 17,
1996)). These rates are the ‘‘All Others’’
rates from the relevant LTFV
investigations.

These deposit requirements, when
imposed, shall remain in effect until
publication of the final results of the
next administrative reviews.

This notice also serves as a reminder
to importers of their responsibility
under 19 CFR 351.402(f) to file a
certificate regarding the reimbursement
of antidumping duties prior to
liquidation of the relevant entries
during this review period. Failure to
comply with this requirement could
result in the Department’s presumption
that reimbursement of antidumping
duties occurred and the subsequent
assessment of doubled antidumping
duties.

We are issuing and publishing this
determination in accordance with
sections 751(a)(1) and 777(i)(1) of the
Act.

Dated: March 30, 2000.
Robert S. LaRussa,
Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.
[FR Doc. 00–8568 Filed 4–5–00; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: On September 1, 1999, the
Department of Commerce (‘‘the
Department’’) published the notice of
initiation of a sunset review of the
antidumping finding on certain carbon
steel plate from Taiwan. On the basis of
a notice of intent to participate and
adequate substantive comments filed on
behalf of domestic interested parties and
inadequate response (in this case, no
response) from respondent interested
parties, we determined to conduct an
expedited review. Based on our analysis
of the comments received, we find that
revocation of the antidumping finding
would be likely to lead to continuation
or recurrence of dumping at the levels
listed below in the section entitled
‘‘Final Results of Review.’’
EFFECTIVE DATE: April 6, 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark D. Young, Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, DC 20230; telephone: (202)
482–6397.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Statute and Regulations

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (‘‘the Act’’), are references to
the provisions effective January 1, 1995,
the effective date of the amendments
made to the Act by Uruguay Round
Agreements Act (‘‘URAA’’). In addition,
unless otherwise indicated, all citations
to the Department of Commerce’s (‘‘the
Department’s’’) regulations are to 19
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1 See Extension of Time Limit for Final Results of
Five-Year Reviews, 64 FR 71726 (December 22,
1999).

CFR part 351 (1999). Guidance on
methodological or analytical issues
relevant to the Department’s conduct of
sunset reviews is set forth in the
Department’s Policy Bulletin 98:3—
Policies Regarding the Conduct of Five-
year (‘‘Sunset’’) Reviews of
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Orders; Policy Bulletin, 63 FR 18871
(April 16, 1998) (‘‘Sunset Policy
Bulletin’’).

Background

On September 1, 1999, the
Department published the notice of
initiation of the sunset review of the
antidumping finding on carbon steel
plate from Taiwan (64 FR 47767). The
Department received Notices of Intent to
Participate on behalf of Bethlehem Steel
Corporation and U.S. Steel Group, a unit
of USX Corporation (‘‘the domestic
interested parties’’), within the deadline
specified in section 351.218(d)(1)(i) of
the Sunset Regulations. The domestic
interested parties claimed interested
party status under section 771(9)(C) of
the Act, as U.S. manufacturers of carbon
steel plate. We received a complete
substantive response from the domestic
interested parties on October 1, 1999,
within the 30-day deadline specified in
the Sunset Regulations under section
351.218(d)(3)(i). We did not receive a
substantive response from any
respondent interested party to this
proceeding. As a result, pursuant to
751(c)(3)(B) of the Act and 19 CFR
351.218(e)(1)(ii)(C) of the Department’s
Regulations, the Department determined
to conduct an expedited, 120-day,
review of this finding.

In accordance with section
751(c)(5)(C)(v) of the Act, the
Department may treat a review as
extraordinarily complicated if it is a
review of a transition order (i.e., an
order in effect on January 1, 1995). The
review at issue concerns a transition
order within the meaning of section
751(c)(6)(C)(ii) of the Act. Therefore, the
Department determined that the sunset
review of the antidumping finding on
carbon steel plate from Taiwan is
extraordinarily complicated and
extended the time limit for completion
of the final results of this review until
not later than March 29, 2000, in
accordance with section 751(c)(5)(B) of
the Act.1

Scope of Review

The imports covered by this
antidumping finding are shipments of
hot-rolled carbon steel plate, 0.1875

inch or more in thickness, over eight
inches in width, not in coils, not
pickled, not coated, or plated with
metal, not clad, nor pressed or stamped
to non-rectangular shape. Such
merchandise was classifiable under
Tariff Schedules of the United States
Annotated item number 607.6615.
These imports are currently classifiable
under the Harmonized Tariff Schedule
of the United States (‘‘HTSUS’’) item
numbers 7208.40.3030,
7208.40.3060,7208.51.0030,
7208.51.0045, 7208.51.0060,
7208.52.0000, 7211.13.0000,
7211.14.0030, and 7211.14.0045. The
HTSUS item numbers are provided for
convenience and customs purposes. The
Department’s written description
remains dispositive.

There were no scope rulings
pertaining to this finding. This review
covers all imports from all
manufacturers and exporters of carbon
steel plate from Taiwan.

Analysis of Comments Received
All issues raised in this case by

parties to this sunset review are
addressed in the ‘‘Issues and Decision
Memorandum’’ (‘‘Decision Memo’’)
from Jeffrey A. May, Director, Office of
Policy, Import Administration, to Robert
S. LaRussa, Assistant Secretary for
Import Administration, dated March 29,
2000, which is hereby adopted by this
notice. The issues discussed in the
Decision Memo include the likelihood
of continuation or recurrence of
dumping and the magnitude of the
margin likely to prevail were the finding
revoked. Parties can find a complete
discussion of all issues raised in this
review and the corresponding
recommendations in this public
memorandum, which is on file in room
B–099 of the main Commerce Building.

In addition, a complete version of the
Decision Memo can be accessed directly
on the Web at www.ita.doc.gov/
import_admin/records/frn/. The paper
copy and electronic version of the
Decision Memo are identical in content.

Final Results of Reviews
We determine that revocation of the

antidumping finding on carbon steel
plate from Taiwan would be likely to
lead to continuation or recurrence of
dumping at the following percentage
weighted-average margins:

Manufacturers/exporters Margin
(percent)

China Steel Corporation ........... 34.00
All Others .................................. 34.00

This notice also serves as the only
reminder to parties subject to

administrative protective orders
(‘‘APO’’) of their responsibility
concerning the return or destruction of
proprietary information disclosed under
APO in accordance with 19 CFR
351.305 of the Department’s regulations.
Timely notification of the return or
destruction of APO materials or
conversion to judicial protective order is
hereby requested. Failure to comply
with the regulations and terms of an
APO is a violation which is subject to
sanction.

We are issuing and publishing these
results and notice in accordance with
sections 751(c), 752, and 777(i)(1) of the
Act.

Dated: March 29, 2000.
Joseph A. Spetrini,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.
[FR Doc. 00–8545 Filed 4–5–00; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: On September 1, 1999, the
Department of Commerce (‘‘the
Department’’) published the notice of
initiation of sunset reviews of the
antidumping duty orders on certain
cold-rolled and corrosion-resistant
carbon steel flat products from Korea.
On the basis of a notice of intent to
participate and adequate substantive
response filed on behalf of a domestic
interested party in each of these
reviews, and inadequate response (in
these cases no response) from
respondent interested parties, we
determined to conduct expedited sunset
reviews. Based on our analysis of the
substantive comments received, we find
that revocation of the antidumping duty
orders would be likely to lead to
continuation or recurrence of dumping
at the levels listed below in the section
entitled ‘‘Final Results of the Review.’’
EFFECTIVE DATE: April 6, 2000.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Martha V. Douthit or Melissa G.
Skinner, Office of Policy, Import
Administration, International Trade
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